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SHOULD THERE BE MILITARY TRAINING IN THE 

PUBLIC SCHOOLS? 



By LOUIS P. LOCHNEB 

(Concluded) 



IF, then, we are all taking sides one way or the other, 
our technical neutrality notwithstanding, because we 
want to see the world freed from the military ideal, is 
it not just a little bit inconsistent, to say the least, to 
want to enthrone that ideal in the very cradle of liberty, 
the American public school ? Are we to be regarded as 
sincere if we ourselves do not practice what we preach ? 
If Prussianism is an undesirable thing, then why instil 
it in the hearts of our youth ? 

It is a current statement in the trenches of Europe 
that this is really an old men's war; that the splendid 
young men of this generation are forced to fight for 
ideals of an older generation, for ideals which they no 
longer share. John R. Mott, Jane Addams, and others 
who have been abroad tell us that the young men vow 
that when this war is over they will see to it that their 
new ideals of international co-operation supersede these 
older notions. Are we to be more backward than the 
man in the trenches ? While Europe is bitterly regret- 
ting that it ever succumbed to the military ideal and is 
pathetically trying to shift the blame for this war one 
upon the other, -shall we adopt that outworn ideal in 
our presumably up-to-date educational system by in- 
stalling military training? Even the Prussian educa- 
tional system does not provide for military instruction 
in the common schools. Shall we outdo Prussia? 

Let us not be misled by those who try to make out 
how innocent the idea of military training is. It is one 
of the unfortunate truisms that militarism is like that 
popular confection known as "cracker jack," the motto 
of which is, "The more you eat, the more you want." 
It differs only in this — -that even the most ravenous of 
youngsters will finally stop wanting crackerjack, while 
I have yet to find the militarist who is satisfied with 
the state of preparedness at any given point. Ramsay 
Macdonald well pointed out the dangers of militarism in 
a recent speech in Birmingham. Said the distinguished 
member of Parliament: 

"Great Britain is nearer militarism than ever it has been 
in its existence. Of course, people say it is only temporary, 
but let them not make any mistake about that. When they 
go into militarism for temporary purposes they have to 
abandon the view which is at war with militarism. If they 
submit to conscription in any shape or form now, the argu- 
ments in favor of conscription will continue after peace." 

And so it will be with the idea of military training 
in public schools. At first it will be a voluntary matter 
for the children. Then it will be compulsory. Then it 
will be extended into the high schools, the colleges, and 
the universities in ever-increasing measure. Soon it will 
appear advisable that the young men who are unable to 
go beyond the grammar school be given the same oppor- 
tunity for "patriotic" service that their more fortunate 
comrades have at the high school or college, and work- 
ingmen's and business men's military training will be 
provided. Do you not see whither we shall then be 



drifting — whither, in fact, we are already drifting? A 
few legislators controlled by gun-makers and munitions 
manufacturers, a few big papers subsidized or at least 
swayed by the same influences, a potential enemy dan- 
gled long enough before our eyes — and conscription is 
only a question of time. And once conscription is in- 
troduced — well, I let General Leonard Wood speak. 
Said the General in the course of one of his recent 
attempts to militarize our colleges and universities, "If 
we had conscription in this country, it would stop all 
this pacifist talk in twenty-four hours." 

II. 

But perhaps I am seeing things in too pessimistic a 
light. Supposing military training in public schools 
were an unqualified blessing to the youngsters taking it. 
Still I would oppose it, particularly at this time of 
international unrest. In our modern state of inter- 
dependence, no nation any longer lives unto itself. 
Whatever is said or thought or done in one part of the 
universe becomes part of the world thought or the world 
mind. Even war among so-called civilized nations is no 
longer possible between two isolated countries, but, as 
we now learn by horrible example, has become so inter- 
nationalized as to draw almost a dozen countries into 
the holocaust. 

It follows that any new governmental policy, espe- 
cially a military one, introduced in one country is bound 
to be felt throughout the world. We have abundant 
proof that this is true. When our fleet sailed around 
the world to show everybody we could "lick them to a 
frazzle," it became responsible for the inflated naval 
programs of several South American sister republics. 
Our huge military appropriations make similar appro- 
priations in Japan almost inevitable, and Japan has no 
money to pay for them — only debt. When the German 
Emperor decades ago uttered his famous "TJnsere 
zukunft liegt auf dem wasser" (our future lies on the 
waters), he brought about an almost revolutionary re- 
alignment of the European Powers, and soon converted 
the traditional enmity between France and England into 
friendship. When France, two years ago, in "self-de- 
fense" against outside threats, extended her military 
conscription period from two to three years, she drew 
out an instant response from Germany in that that 
country levied a heavy income tax upon her rich people, 
so as to swell her "defensive" war chest. When Eussia 
showed special signs of activity in the Baltic region, the 
Swedish people implored their king to increase the 
armaments of their country. And so on. The military 
program of one country is invariably bound up with that 
of the whole civilized world. 

Any one with any imagination whatever can foresee 
what would happen if the most cherished shrine of lib- 
erty and democracy, the American school-house, were 
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to become infested by the military ideal. The world, 
already sorely shaken in its faith in the peace ideal, 
would see its last ray of hope disappearing. A wave of 
militarism, scarcely less calamitous in its potentialities 
than the great war itself would follow. The laborers, 
the socialists, the religionists, the men of good will 
everywhere who in their respective countries have been 
pointing to our unfortified frontier of 3,800 miles on 
our northern boundary, to our arbitration and "cooling- 
off" — or one year's delay — treaties, to our freedom from 
land militarism, and to our comparative "unprepared- 
ness" as living demonstrations of the better way, will 
go down in defeat before the jingoes when America, too, 
succumbs to the ideal of force. 

Do the educators of America want to take upon them- 
selves the tremendous responsibility of helping our coun- 
try become a prime factor in perpetuating the system 
that has been the undoing of Europe? Not if I read 
aright the history of American education. The Ameri- 
can teacher has always been arrayed on the side of prog- 
ress. He will not fail us in these troubled times, even 
though all the forces of darkness are at work to draw 
us off the path of truth and light. 

It is not an easy task to stand out boldly against the 
efforts to drag patriotism down to the level of the war 
system. It is far more popular to cry "preparedness" 
and to denounce peace propaganda than it is to remain 
sane and calm in the knowledge that the world will not 
forever remain at sixes and sevens, but that ultimately 
the reaction must set in and a period of soberness must 
follow. To be a pacifist nowadays is to incur the stigma 
of "moral flabbiness," of "degeneracy in moral fiber," 
of "physical and moral cowardice," to cull but a few 
choice phrases from the vocabulary of those who would 
rush us into war. 

But do not let that worry us. As a dear old German 
professor said to me in Berlin last May, when we were 
discussing the grave world situation : "Our time, too, is 
bound to come, despite all that you see round about us. 
And then I look forward to our young men and women 
from the universities, to our teachers and educators to 
take the lead in ushering in the era of a world united, 
of co-operation where there is now antagonism, of mu- 
tual understanding and good will." 

One of our best-known Americans has said : "Not once 
in a thousand years is it possible to achieve anything 
worth achieving except by labor, by effort, by serious 
purpose, and by willingness to run risks." May the 
people of good will everywhere not look in vain to the 
American teacher to accept willingly the risk of un- 
popularity in setting himself or herself like a wall of 
adamant against the attempt to militarize our priceless 
heritage, the free, liberty-inspiring public school. 

I am aware that in the foregoing I have not proposed 
the alternative. I have not advanced a constructive 
substitute for military training; but it is hardly neces- 
sary for me to do so. The American School Peace 
League is constantly keeping before the teachers of 
America the necessity of teaching history from a new 
viewpoint; of fostering the ideal that man-saving is far 
more heroic and honorable than man-killing ; of incul- 
cating a patriotism that shall include the world; of 



making the children international minded; of bringing 
them to a realization of the fact that, as Doctor Jordan 
has so well stated it, "the great political "and moral 
struggle of the next fifty years — bloodless, we hope — will 
not be between nation and nation, but between mili- 
tarism and freedom." 

It would be "carrying coals to Newcastle" to attempt 
to supplement the splendid work of this body. May I 
not content myself with quoting the words of the chair- 
man of the New York City Board of Education? 

"Prom all the treasured reverence for the past a new 
patriotism should be evolved — a patriotism not of death, 
but of life, the patriotism of humanity. This patriotism 
demands a domain without frontiers. The command- 
ment, 'Thou shalt not kill/ becomes a mandate to na- 
tions, even as to men — to black men and yellow men as 
well as to white. It regards as one great family all the 
children of a living God. The progress of the race 
even now demands a patriotism not stirred by the roll 
of the drum or thrilled by the sight of the mounted man. 
Its vision is of the playground, the park and the school, 
clean streets, beautiful cities, honest trade, wholesome 
living. It looks with disquietude upon social unrest 
and enlists with fervor in the task of its solution. It 
seeks to ease the yoke upon the shoulders of toil and to 
lighten the burden on the backs of the God-fearing 
poor." 

Since writing the above I have come across a news 
item dated New York, October 11. It reads in part as 
follows : "Application was made today for incorporation 
of the National School Camp Association. The object of 
the association is to issue a call for one million school- 
boys to take a course in military training." By a queer 
irony of fate, I notice from the same news item that one 
of the incorporators is "Ernest K. Coulter, superintend- 
ent of the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Chil- 
dren." (!) 

I have also since learned from a friend who has re- 
cently returned from Australia that in that common- 
wealth, the population of which is only about twice that 
of the State of California, where compulsory military 
training was introduced in the public schools', 23,000 
prosecutions of children for neglect to comply with the 
law took place within two and one-half years after its 
enactment. These lads were boys in their tender years, 
and it is not hard to see what a bad moral effect these 
prosecutions must have had. An open spirit of rebellion 
to the government was fostered. Certainly no one will 
claim that the Australian experiment has made for better 
morals among the school children. 

Readers of Mr. Lochner's article may be interested to 
know that other articles relative to the problem of mili- 
tary training in the public schools may be obtained from 
the American Peace Society. "Do We Want Rifle Prac- 
tice in the Public Schools?" has been answered by Mr. 
Justice Hughes, Charles W. Eliot, Henry Churchill 
King, David Starr Jordan, Jane Addams, Mary E. 
Woolley, John W. Poster, Andrew Carnegie, and others. 
These answers appear in pamphlet form and can also 
be obtained from the American Peace Society. — The 
Editor. 



